of payment; the administrative agency operating the program; and the role of the victim. Although often justified as alternatives to incarceration, restitution and community service sentences more often are being used as an alternative to a fine or probation or to supplement another sanction (see Chesney et al. 1978, Harland 1980a).
At present, two national evaluations of a number of newly established, diverse restitution programs funded by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) and the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) and a similar national evaluation of newly created community service programs funded by LEAA are in progress. None had produced a final evaluation as of November 1980. In addition, the National Institute of Justice (NIJ) is now funding a national assessment of adult restitution programs. This project is reviewing the research literature on restitution and community service and gathering survey data on uses and outcomes of restitution and community service programs from a sample of existing programs and projects around the country.
If, as appears to be the case from preliminary data, restitution and community service are found to be administratively workable sentencing alternatives, much more carefully controlled, longer-term, experimental research using the best research methodology available will be needed. It should test the theoretical premises on which the widely varied programs rest, and the relationship of program rationales to offender and victim characteristics, program implementation activities and processes, and outcomes with respect to offender behavior. Although restitution and community service appear to be promising sentencing alternatives with widespread support from the community (Hudson and Galaway 1980b), offenders, and victims (Hudson and Galaway 1980a), one must remember that (Harland 1980a, p. 58):
With a history of one criminal justice innovation after another producing counterproductive and often inhumane side-effects and unintended consequences . . . the exciting opportunity to innovate (with community service and financial restitution programs) also carries with it a responsibility to do so cautiously and with a sensitivity to what has gone before.
INTERNATIONAL PERSPECTIVES ON
COMMUNITY CORRECTIONS AND CRIME CONTROL
In examining community-based strategies of crime prevention and offender rehabilitation, the panel briefly considered practices in other societies and their potential for implementation in the United States. In the Scandinavian countries, disillusionment with the use of imprisonment as a penal sanction as well as with the intrusiveness of probation has led to